In light of the changing picture of gender representation in politics and most importantly in political leadership, Lithuania should be granted a special position among examples of women political leaders' success stories. On the one hand, the general proportion of female MPs in the Lithuanian Parliament (Cameron, 1998 , R. Lakoff, 1975 , but also a rather significant move from the female discourse of resistance and survival presented by Martin-Rojo (1997) to the discourse of success. G. Lakoff (2004) claims that for political discourse to be successful it needs to be built on values. With these observations in mind, the present paper aims to investigate how such values as responsibility, fairness, active agency, etc. are delivered through choices of pronouns (Cf. Wilson, 1990) and equivalent morphological forms by the main political leaders in Lithuania: the President Dalia Grybauskaitė and the former Prime Minister Andrius Kubilius. The data for analysis come from transcripts of political interviews available in the media. The study is based mainly on qualitative discourse analysis with some quantification for comparison.
Theoretical background

Issues of female leadership and discourse
Starting with Robin Lakoff's seminal work Language and Woman's Place of 1975 (cf. 2004) , much research has been carried out on whether gender influences linguistic practices and how this influence may surface out. What R. Lakoff did was to introduce quite a daring and disputable hypothesis that women are "systematically denied access to power, on the grounds that they are not capable of holding it as demonstrated by their linguistic behavior" (Lakoff R., 1975, p. 7) .
This snow ball rolled to avalanche studies within gender and language in regard to various social context extending from everyday encounters, as for instance, in the work of Tannen (1990) or Cameron (1998b) , to workplace discourse like in Tannen (1994) , Thimm, Koch & Schey (2003) , Martin-Rojo (1997) , Martin-Rojo and Gomez Esteban (2005) or Holmes (2005) and to political sphere as in the research of Lakoff Tolmach (2000) , R. and Wodak (2003 Wodak ( , 2005 .
Cameron revealed and criticized the exclusion of women, or women's discourse, from the discourses that have power and influence in society claiming that women were long silent or silenced in "society's most valued linguistic registers" including political discourse (1998a, p. 3) . Martin Rojo (1997) points to an important change in women's discourse signifying their struggle for power and acceptance in society. In Martin-Rojo's terms, at the end of the 20th century to break through male dominance in public contexts women assumed a discourse of resistance. In numerous other studies it was revealed that professions and discourses of power such as politics, economics, military, etc. are still seen as typically male (cf. Walsh, 2001) . With regard to the last decade tendencies, Wodak (2003 Wodak ( , 2005 discovered that in the EU parliament there has been an increase in female members 10 ; however, this increase does not mean a proportional increase in female politicians in the top leadership positions.
Presidencies of European institutions, for instance, the EU Parliament (President 10 Gender composition of the current EU Parliament: 37% women MEPs and 63% male MEPs. Retrieved from: http://www.europarl.europa.eu/elections2014-results/en/genderbalance.html.
Vilma BIJEIKIENĖ, Nemira MAČIANSKIENĖ -62-Martin Schulz), European Council (President Donald Tusk), European Commission (President Jean-Claude Juncker), etc., are largely assumed by men.
Gender in Lithuanian politics: President Dalia Grybauskaitė and
Ex-Prime minister Andrius Kubilius
In view of the reasoning above, the political arena in Lithuania demonstrates and how it differs from the discourse of male political leaders.
Moreover, the success of the female politicians is also demonstrated by their positive approval ratings, especially with regard to the performance of President
Grybauskaitė during her first term in office (see Figure 1) .
Fig. 1. Approval ratings of Kubilius and Grybauskaitė in 2012 11
In contrast, the Prime Minister Andrius Kubilius used to receive very negative evaluation in public opinion polls (see Figure 1 ) which could be regarded to have been gradually dropping over his term. His negative approval ratings could be explained by the fact that he, as the leader of the Cabinet, was considered responsible for the painful reforms he had to assume to cope with the economic crises in Lithuania in [2009] [2010] [2011] . The President's approval ratings, on the other hand, were always high during her first term of presidency. It is important to note that in Lithuania the main responsibility of the President is foreign policy;
nevertheless, President Grybauskaitė is highly involved in domestic issues and reforms. Moreover, she is part of the executive power in the same way as the Government with the Prime Minister in the fore. Under these circumstances, her approval ratings could have followed the sad destiny of those of the Prime Minister in 2012. However, the negative effects of the reforms on Lithuanian people did not harm President Grybauskaitė as they harmed the approval ratings of the former Prime Minister. As a result, without going into detail investigation where linguistics and politics diverge, it can be suggested that the President, among other things leading to her political success, employs a more successful discursive style, namely the discourse that is more appealing to the public, while the former Prime Minister was strongly failing to meet the expectations of the people, among other things, by not employing the right discursive practices.
Conceptualisation of successful political discourse
The question of how to use language to gain political success can never be unambiguously answered. There can be various research-based findings as well as speculations and hunches as to what assures political success and as to what language leads to political success. A plausible link between political success and political discourse has been drawn by G. Lakoff (2004) . As a cognitive linguist and a researcher into political discourse (cf. G. Lakoff, 1992 Lakoff, , 1996 
Results
As demonstrated in Figure 2 , the types of self-reference forms used in the present study can be placed on a continuum of gradual distancing of the speaker from active agency or, in other words, as showing the speaker's decreasing personal responsibility. It thus starts with the first person singular form I as an individual self-reference form and the reflection of most willingness to assume personal responsibility. It is further followed by the first person plural form we as a collective self-reference form. The latter is then split into a number of Speaker inclusive we forms and a Speaker exclusive we form. The results reveal that Grybauskaitė uses Individual self-reference I more often than her counterpart, however, the margin is not very big. Both politicians use the Collective self-reference in the form of we more often than Individual selfreference in the form I. This can be regarded as a very much expected tendency
given that the main principle of democratic politics is to represent others. In his analysis of political equivocation, Bull (1998 Bull ( , 2000 presents three faces that a political figure has to attend to, namely, one's "own individual face", "the face of significant others" and "the face of the party" (Bull, 2000, p. 225 In general, these results go along the lines of the hypothesis, namely
Grybauskaitė seems to assume her personal responsibility and active agency more than the Prime Minister, while the Prime Minister draws to collective responsibility more often.
Discussion
The main tendencies of using Individual self-reference in
Grybauskaite's discourse
A small quantitative difference in the use of Individual self-reference is made more significant when a qualitative discourse analytic approach is applied. With regard to universal values, which make an important focus of the present study, four patterns of Individual self-reference stand out in Grybauskaitė's discourse. In his discussion of successful strategies to win elections, G. Lakoff (2004) accentuates the importance of 'making the difference'; in other words, for a political force, be it a political party or a candidate running for presidency, it is of utter significance, firstly, to highlight that your political stance differs from that of the opponents and, secondly, to show how these differences manifest in your political discourse and performance. Considering examples (6) and (7) (7) to indicate the actions of her opponents. Moreover, the reference form she uses to refer to the institution in (7), namely heating suppliers, strengthens the negative connotations attached to her political opponents given that Lithuanian people are particularly frustrated with high heating prices. Therefore, in this case, the President's reference to an institution through naming its failing function simultaneously highlights the President being in opposition to the activities that are disapproved by the public. vetuoju (<…> when it is going to cost the country more than the benefit received,
I veto).
Strength, protection and fairness are the universal values which must be among the most appealing ones to the electorate and which are made good use of by the speaker in her discourse above. Grybauskaitė does not directly communicate how honest, strong-willed or fair she is as a politician, which could be frowned on by the public as boasting, but achieves this effect indirectly by strongly criticising those politicians who demonstrate, in her words, lack of honesty and political will (8). In juxtaposition to those politicians she not only manages to underscore her intact political reputation but also shows her strength in assuming the protection of people from acts of corruption (9) or budget waste (10). The understanding of equivocation that is accepted in the present study is based on Bavelas, Black, Chovil & Mullett's theory where it is conceptualised as "saying nothing while saying something" (Bavelas et al., 1990 , p. 57, cf. Bull 2000 . In other words, equivocation is seen as an interlocutor's attempt to avoid giving a straightforward answer to a question by simultaneously avoiding not to reply at all. The result then is a vague, ambiguous and equivocal response. Being such, equivocal discourse is an inevitable satellite of political interaction. Example (18) illustrates a typical case of equivocation when the reluctance to deliver an answer is based on the shortage of time (Bavelas et al., 1990) . Example (19) 
The main tendencies of using Collective self-reference we in
Grybauskaitė's discourse
When it comes to Collective self-reference we, its usage in political discourse is generally much more frequent than Individual self-reference I, due to its linguistic and extra-linguistic properties. Namely, it has a broader scope of reference in terms of who else is added to the deictic centre I. Moreover, it corresponds better to the collective nature of political activities, especially in democratic systems. In In case of both, criticism and appraisal of the work of government institutions, she has to include herself into the scope of reference of we given that it is part of her responsibility due to the post she holds. Example (22) Similarly, criticism and warning against wrongdoings could be seen as permeating through her use of the speaker exclusive we, as in the following examples:
(23) <…> mes žinome savo rėmus, mes negalime viršyti 3 proc. deficito ir negalime praktiškai beatodairiškai kaip darėme iki šiol arba tiksliau, kaip turėjome daryti iki šiol, didinti valstybės skolos (<…> we know our limits, we Vilma BIJEIKIENĖ, Nemira MAČIANSKIENĖ -74-can't exceed 3 per cent deficit and can't exceed the state debt so drastically as we have done or in fact had to do so far.);
(24) Problema net ne ta, kuo kūrename, o ta, kad šilumos ūkis taip pat yra monopolizuotas (The problem is not what fuel we use for heating, the problem is that the heating industry is monopolised.).
The speaker uses Collective self-reference we interchangeably including and excluding herself into the scope of references. For instance, although she criticises in (23) the government which is directly responsible for the implementation of laws, the President is part of executive power as well and the monetary policy is part of her responsibility which she here indirectly assumes through the use of we. Nevertheless, she further talks about the former government institutions by using Speaker exclusive we and in that way highlighting that the situation with the previous government was much worse.
Similarly to the cases of Individual self-reference, her use of Speaker exclusive we, is meant to deliver her harshest criticism and thus to underscore her strength. In example (24) she does not include herself into the scope of we, as she is not involved in the heating processes herself, but she wants to show the public that she is very much involved into fighting the monopolies and protecting the public from high heating prices.
The main tendencies of using Collective self-reference we in
Kubilius' discourse
In Kubilius' discourse Collective self-reference we is much more frequent showing his higher preference of collective responsibility than in the case of President
Grybauskaitė. This tendency is especially supported by the fact that almost half of all instances can be categorised as I + my team (which can be the Government, 
Conclusions
The present study was an attempt to analyse how the universal values such as responsibility, fairness, honesty, active agency and others are delivered through Juknevičienė. Tokią situaciją galima būtų traktuoti kaip lūžio tašką, atsižvelgiant į plačiai cituojamas stereotipines prielaidas, kad profesijos susietos su politika, ekonomika ar kariniais klausimais yra tipiškos vyriškos profesijos (R. Lakoff, 2000 Walsh, 2001) , arba, anot statistinių duomenų pateiktų Wodak (2003) , kad moterys retai užima aukščiausias vadovaujančias pareigas. Beveik įpusėjusi antrąją kadenciją prezidentė Grybauskaitė, sulaukia gana ženklaus žmonių palaikymo pagal populiarumo reitingus. Tai rodo ne tik dramatišką poslinkį nuo tradicinio lyčių paskirstymo, kai moterys buvo "nutildytos" (Cameron, 1998; R. Lakoff, 1975) , bet taip pat gana ryškų žingsnį pereinant nuo moteriško pasipriešinimo ir išlikimo diskurso, apie kurį kalba Martin-Rojo (1997) prie sėkmės diskurso. Kaip teigia G. Lakoff (2004) , tam, kad politinė kalba atneštų sėkmę, ji turi būti grindžiamas vertybėmis. Atsižvelgiant į šiuos pastebėjimus, straipsnyje keliamas tikslas išnagrinėti, kaip pagrindiniai Lietuvos politiniai lyderiai -Prezidentė Dalia Grybauskaitė ir buvęs Ministras Pirmininkas Andrius Kubilius išreiškia tokias vertybės kaip atsakomybė, sąžiningumas, aktyvus atstovavimas ir t. t. pasirinkdami įvardžius (plg. Wilson, 1990 ) bei ekvivalentiškas morfologines formas. Analizuojami duomenys paimti iš politinių interviu tekstų, pateikiamų žiniasklaidoje. Tyrimas daugiausia remiasi kokybine diskurso analize ir kiekybinio tyrimo elementais.
Pagrindinės sąvokos: atstovavimas, įvardinės formos, lyderystė, lytis, nuoroda į save, politinis diskursas.
